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THE CATHOLICS AGAINST FRANCO 


‘Forge de ‘lamarit 


SO IT BEGAN WITH PERON 
Differences between the Spanish Church and the Fran- 
co regime, which have been slowly multiplying over the 
years and which were known to the most informed 
circles, have suddenly come out into the open and are 
even known abroad. We refer to the incident between 
the Civil Governor of Barcelona, Felipe Acedo, and 
some prelates of Catalonia. [See JBERICA, January 15]. 
Having come to a first important summit in this 
Church-State conflict, we have deemed it timely to re- 
view “the state of the question” in an informative ar- 
ticle in which we will go back to the origins of the 
present differences, differences which, incidentally, are 
assuming the same form as did those between Peronism 
and the Church, although Franco, who is colder, more 
experienced and wily than is Peron, will try not to fall 
into a trap which for him would be the “INRI.” But 
these problems weigh heavily on the dictator; the first 
steps have been taken already, and it makes perfect 
sense at this time to say: “And so it began with 
Peron.” 


ORIGINS OF THE PRESENT DIFFICULTIES 
The regime took great pains to try to prove that all 
Catholics were on its side during the Civil War. When 
it became impossible to silence the fact that outstand- 
ing Catholics were to be found on the Republican side, 
as well, then Francoism condemned these with scorn- 
ful hatred as “heretics,” “dissidents” or “pseudo-Catho- 
lics.” That is what happened to José Bergamin, editor 
of the great magazine of the Catholic intellectuals, 
Cruz y Raya; to Canon Carles Cardé, author of the 
famous Histoire Spirituelle des Espagnes (Paris, 1946) 
and to Alfredo Mendizabal, who wrote a book pub- 
lished in 1937 with a prologue by Jacques Maritain, in 
which ne very severely criticized the excesses of both 
sides but mainly those of the rebels. The most: implac- 
able campaign of all however was that waged by the 
regime against the Basques, who had been able to avoid 
the barbarous persecution of ecclesiastics and the Catho- 
lic religion which occurred in the rest of the Republi- 
can zone, and which so favored the Francoist cause. 
José Antonio Aguirre, President of Euzkadi [the au- 
tonomous Basque Republic], was, and is, a militant 
Catholic who spoke up in the Republican Cortes against 
the expulsion of the Society of Jesus from Spain, and 
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who could hardly be called a “red,” a “mason” or a 
“Godless one.” Yet the Francoists called him a “fellow 
traveler” of the communists, when everyone knows that 
the communist influence was negligible at the beginning 
of the Civil War. All in vain! The prestige of the 
Basques grew and their testimony of suffering invalli- 
dated Franco’s claim to being a “crusader,” which he 
shamelessly vaunted in order to win the support of 
certain foreign sectors little versed in the deep and 
thorny problems of Spain. 


But what was the immediate, reaction of the humble 
and obedient Catholic, unaccustomed to the subtleties 
of theology? This type of Catholic, undoubtedly the 
majority in Spain, was fully belligerent in the “nation- 
alist” zone, but in absolute good faith and prompted 
largely by religious fanaticism or Francoist propaganda. 
Some, a very few, equipped with a more universal, more 
“catholic” spirit, condemned the crimes committed on 
both sides, but those living on the nationalist side had 
to remain silent so as not to die as “reds.” The “white” 
terror silenced them. 

In the Republican zone, on the other hand, the lax- 
ness or complicity of certain authorities permitted the 
executions of priests and militant Catholics, thereby los- 
ing the support of the religious masses who hoped for 
Franco’s victory, perhaps as a lesser evil. Some, a very 
few, took great pains to maintain a “third position,” 
condemning Franco but avoiding all active collabora- 
tion with the Republic. This was the position taken by 
the “Unid Democratica de Catalunya,’ a Christian 
democrat party, whose leader, Manuel Carrasco i For- 
miguera, was executed by the Francoists in Burgos in 
1938. But also in the Republican zone the most in- 
formed and conciliatory Catholics had no choice but 
to remain silent before the “red” terror. 


To summarize: in both zones during the Civil War 
the Catholics of the “third position” remained stunned 
and impotent, whereas the belligerent Catholics, who 
were active on the “Nationalist” side and passively pro- 
Francoist on the Republican side, waited, with greater 
or lesser illusions, for the “victory.” When this came 
and was followed by twenty years of failure and tyran- 
ny, the great mass of Catholics became apathetic, and 
it was not until very recently that the disillusioned popu- 
lar sector of Catholicism has dared to timidly react 
against the humiliations and impositions of Francoism. 
The Catholics of the “third position,’ those who con- 
demned the fanaticism and excesses of both sides, con- 
tinue to maintain this position, still hoping for a de- 
finitive reconciliation. 








THE ECCLESIASTICAL HIERARCHY 

In the hecatomb of 1936 when priests were being killed 
on the one side, and on the other also (though in 
smaller numbers and for reasons of alleged “treason,” 
as in the case of the Basque priests), the hierarchy duly 
chose to be a belligerent on the Franco side. The as- 
tuteness of the “crusaders” in posing as the standard- 
bearers of an endangered Christianity won them the 
confidence of many Bishops. Yet Dr. Mugica, Bishop 
of Vitoria, and Cardinal Vidal y Barraquer, Archbishop 
of Tarragon, refrained from signing the collective pas- 
toral letter in which the hierarchy stated this position; 
their attitude was close to that of the “third position” 
of which we have spoken. At the last moment Cardinal 
Vidal y Barraquer was saved from rioting masses in 
Barcelona by agents of the Generalitat [autonomous 
Republican Government of Catalonia] who conducted 
him on board a ship sailing for Italy. We recall this 
incident because it gives more force to the Cardinal’s 
testimony as a prince of the Church who was the vic- 
tim of the “crusaders” of both sides. Let us not forget 
that later the Francoists reviled him and refused him 
permission to return to Spain. The Cardinal of Tarra- 
gon died in Switzerland in 1943. 

The “good ones” having triumphed, the name of 
God became a trump card in the regime’s game. While 
bargaining with freedom of worship, a part of the 
Spanish Church allowed itself a certain degree of 
laissez-faire and remained silent when the state com- 
mitted excesses in matters of freedom, justice and social 





Besteiro, with director of prison. 
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70 Spanish priests in Franco prisor at Carmona, Seville, after end of Civil War. In center: Socialist leader Julian 


welfare. We would have liked to have heard more 
voices of the hierarchy raised in objection to the tactics 
resorted to by the Francoists, because, in the meantime, 
the powerful were enriching themselves and the “reds” 
were being executed or sentenced to long prison terms 
for political crimes. 

Why was it tolerated, why is it still tolerated, that 
the name of José Antonio Primo de Rivera, founder of 
the Falange, should be inscribed on the fagade of almost 
every Church in Spain? Only Cardinal Segura, it is 
but fair to recall, refused to permit such an abuse, a 
symptom of belligerence. Some prelates even neglected 
the apostolate, perhaps ingenuously assuming that the 
new state being a composite of Christian virtues, the 
Minister of Information would watch over souls and 
take charge of the dissemination of approved reading. 

In Catalonia and the Basque regions, the newly in- 
stalled Bishops, who were not of local origin, imposed 
Castilian as the only ecclesiastical tongue, thereby go- 
ing counter to the customary procedures of the Church 
as regards preaching in the vernacular. But the con- 
cept of uniformity and of “empire,” even within Spain, 
were a part of the program of victorious Francoism 
and had to be imposed from above. 

However this excessive collaboration between Church 
and State began to show signs of serious strain around 
1950. Reasons for friction had occurred already, as 
when Cardinal Goma protested, without much publicity, 
against the assassinations of Basque priests after the 
conquest of the Basque region. Over a period of ten 
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years—1940-1950—the flagrant abuses of the black 
market, the coercions inflicted on parish priests who 
were disinclined to mix the word of God with adula- 
tions of the “New Spain,” discreet pressures from for- 
eign hierarchies, the awareness of having gone alto- 
gether too far and the fear of living perpetually on a 
ship exposed to many storms hazardous to the Church, 
finally precipitated the first public differences. 

In 1951 the Bishop of the Canary Islands, Dr. An- 
tonio Pildain, issued a pastoral diatribe in which he 
attacked the “Catholic appearance” of the Falangist 
Sindicatos [vertical trade unions]. Dr. Angel Herrera 
Oria, Archbishop of Malaga, the most lucid mind of 
the Spanish Church, debated the problem of the free- 
dom of the press with the Minister of Education (this 
polemic was printed in El Espanol). But even before all 
of this the Bishop of Calahorra, the popular “Don Fi- 
del,” was removed from his diocese by means of a 
shady and unworthy maneuver of the regime. The 
reason (though not alleged) was a political one. 

In the meantime the review Ecclesia was taking a 
more and more independent and critical position. The 
dismissal of its editor, Dr. Jesis Iribarren, was a dis- 
graceful act typical of Dr. Arias Salgado (Minister of 
Information) who is so adept at quoting and misinter- 
preting Pontifical texts. Dr. Marcelino Olaechea, Arch- 
bishop of Valencia, denounced the social misery of the 
Spanish people. The other Archbishops echoed this. In 
1958 the Bishop of Cadiz-Ceuta published several arti- 
cles in Ecclesia in which he was very severely and blunt- 
ly critical of the insalubrious and miserable housing 
conditions of many Spaniards. The Bishop of Solsona, 
Dr. Vicente Enrique Tarancén, issues pastoral letters 
from time to time in connection with Spain’s vital ques- 
tions: social problems, youth, the intellectuals. As a 
most recent report we add that it appears likely that 
the Primate of Spain, Enrique Cardinal Pla y Deniel, 
will make a statement against Castiella [Minister of 
Foreign Affairs] who has been dispensing with eccle- 
siastical protocol and giving orders directly to the 
prelates. 

These are the differences between the Hierarchy and 
the State. Some exigent reader may deem them insuffi- 
cient. Granted. But let it not be forgotten that most 
of the Spanish Bishops have attained their positions 
largely through Franco’s wishes, thanks to the regalist 
principle incorporated in the election formula whereby 
he may reject any candidate. Franco, it may be as- 
sumed, would block from being a Bishop anyone who 
might differ in the least with his overall wishes. 


OPUS DEI 

In the already confused and precarious situation of the 
Spanish Catholics a new element, politically meteoric, 
has made its appearance on the scene. Much has been 
written about this secular institute founded in 1928 
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and approved by the Holy See several years ago. We 
should make it clear, right from the start, that there 
are two types of members of Opus Dei, although to the 
unattentive observer there might not appear to be more 
than one. In the first place there are those who fol- 
low a life of genuine and fervent apostolate, who are 
not in public office but who tolerate or believe in good 
faith that the “politicians” of their organization are 
fulfilling a mission for which they themselves have not 
been called. These first members should not be judged; 
furthermore, according to reliable information, they 
are beginning to be privately restive over the “team” 
which is governing [i.e., the present government, which 
is dominated by members of Opus Dei] and which is 
compromising the principles of religion and of an exem- 
plary apostolate which is the sole objective of Opus Dei. 


A Francoist Dictatorship without Franco 

But those who merit our rebuff as Catholics are the 
“theoreticians” of the Institute—Calvo Serer, Jesus Are- 
llano, V. Rodriguez Casado, Pérez Embid and their 
allies Gonzalo Fernandez de la Mora, Vicente Marrero, 
etc. These are the last-minute opportunists, hungry for 
power and incapable of understanding the modern 
world, who are hiding behind a false traditionalism 
based on concepts suspiciously similar to those of 
Charles Maurras. Behind an amicable fagade of mo- 
dernity they aspire to a Francoist dictatorship without 
either Franco or the Falange. Their best known leader 
is Rafael Calvo Serer, author of great utopian works, 
a conniver whom practically all the political groups of 
the opposition accuse of playing a double, even a triple, 
game, a pseudo-conspirator whose ambition is to grab 
some ministerial plum. His mobility and capacity for 
maneuvering are almost fabulous: he attempts rap- 
prochements with Christian democrats, he boasts of 
having a military team at his disposal, and his ingenu- 
ous cynicism or his cynical ingenuity lead him as far 
as to try to “conspire” with the Socialists in exile or 
with Madariaga. 

The Calvo Serer faction controls many publications 
in Spain such as Nuestro Tiempo, La Actualidad Espa- 
nola, Arbor, Moncloa and Punta Europa, and it has 
found an echo in several reactionary and Vichyite pub- 
lications of French Catholicism such as the magazine 
Rivarol. 

The influence of this group, which at first appeared 
as a possibly liberalizing factor, is very disturbing to 
the Church because a good Catholic may not be the 
conscious instrument of a corrupt dictatorship which 
despises Moral Law. The scandalized reaction of the 
non-believers to the active participation of Opus Dei in 
the political power has been enormous because, at least 
in appearance, it has confirmed them in their belief 
that the union between Sword and Cross is a political 
formula which enjoys the blessing of the Church. 











THE POSITION OF THE VATICAN 

The position of the Holy See with respect to the Franco 
regime has always been a very difficult one. The mem- 
bers of an important minority among the Spanish 
Catholics have a dangerous tendency toward a fana- 
tical religious nationalism: to them Spain is the Catho- 
lic nation par excellence; in her, and only in her, 
reigns the Sacred Heart. Spain is the hammerer of 
heretics and the limpid mirror in which the less for- 
tunate European nations that are practically in the arms 
of international Judaism, Marxism or Masonry should 
see themselves. So reason many of the “Crusaders,” 
hence the caution of the Church. 

In spite of all this, the signing of the Concordat was 
deferred until an opportune time when, Monsignor 
Montini being absent from the Secretariat of State, some 
ecclesiastical liaison officers loyal to the Spanish Gov- 
ernment took advantage of the illness of the venerated 
Pius XII and achieved, through sheer persistance, prac- 
tically, what “the most Catholic nation in the world” 
had been insistently demanding for fifteen years. The 
natural cordiality and personal integrity of Joaquin 
Ruiz Jiménez were decisive factors in completing the 
last phase of the Concordat. Fascinated at that time 
by the “magic” of the Caudillo, the then Minister of 
Education thereby rendered Spain a very bad service. 
From that time on Castiella’s path was an easy one. 

However, since the election of His Holiness Pope 
John XXIII the doubtful prestige and diplomatic in- 
fluence of Franco as “champion of Christianity” has 
been very much weakened. A great friend of the Basque 
priests in exile with whom he conversed at length while 
Papal Nuncio in Paris, the new Pope prefers the purity 
and seriousness, even the risks, of French Catholicism. 
His Holiness disapproves of all that tends to discredit 
the prestige of the divine action of the Church, hence 
he advises against alliances with temporal powers. It is 
known that the Hierarchy and Catholic Action [in 
Spain] have received a signal from His Holiness to 
separate the fields of activity with the Church (pre- 
serving a proper relationship). 

Furthermore, the Pope knows the very significant 
anecdote which we have learned from high ecclesiastical 
sources: on the second day of the Pontifical election 
the Spanish Embassy at the Holy See sent a coded 
telegram to Madrid with the following message: “Dan- 
ger of Roncalli passed.” It is said in Church circles 
that Castiella had insinuated to the Spanish Cardinals 
that it would ke better not to vote for Cardinal Ron- 
calli or Archbishop Montini. 

The very violent article by Munoz Alonso, Director 
General of the Press, appearing in the newspaper Arriba 
in December, 1958, constituted a reply to the attacks 
made in four articles appearing previously in the French 
newspaper La Croix. It accused our neighboring jour- 
nalists of having greeted the election of His Holiness 
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as a “French triumph.” Basically, however, this article 
was related to a fear of an almost radical change of 
attitude on the part of the Vatican with respect to the 
Franco regime. 


SALAZAR’S IMMINENT DOWNFALL 

The hinges of the Portuguese dictatorship, in some re- 
spects more discreet than the Spanish one, have been 
creaking alarmingly. The edifice of state, undermined 
by the termites of freedom and unfulfilled justice and 
shaken by the impulse of the new generations, will col- 
lapse within a very brief period. This prospect has had 
a psychological effect in the upper strata of the Franco 
regime. 

But what most disturbs the Franco regime is that 
in Portugal it is the Catholics—as it was earlier in Co- 
lombia, Argentina, Venezuela and Cuba—who have 
lent strength to the opposition. The unequivocal words 
of the Bishop of Oporto provoked a violent reply from 
Salazar (see O Seculo, December, 1958). In this speech 
the Portuguese dictator equated monarchists, commu- 
nists and Catholics together in a single anti-governmen- 
tal front. By a curious coincidence this was the same 
trick resorted te by Pérez-Jiménez, Batista and, natural- 
ly, Franco. The insinuation was that the lackeys of the 
Kremlin would end up by dominating so heterogene- 
ous a group. But this formula for intimidating cowards 
no longer works either in Portugal or Spain. We all 
know that neither Christian democracy nor a liberal 
monarchy would be a step toward communism, as the 
journalists on the payroll of Arias Salgado would have 
us believe. The experience of one dictatorship is enough 


to undo the dulcet and hypocritical siren songs of com- 
munism. 


CHRISTIAN DEMOCRATS AND 

THE WORKERS OF CATHOLIC ACTION 

The spirit of the European Christian democrats has 
penetrated Spain, and various clandestine groups are 
painstakingly organizing the cadres of the Christian 
Democratic Party of the future in the Peninsula. In this 
connection it is no secret that José Maria Gil Robles is 
in contact with upper circles of the military, banking 
and intellectual worlds, and that some Bishops would 
regard with favor (now that the collapse of the regime 
without any continuity is inevitable) the emergence of 
the former head of the CEDA (right-wing Catholic po- 
litical party of the Republic) in the new political era. 
With more combative spirit and less caution than Ma- 
nuel Jiménez Fernandez, Minister of Agriculture dur- 
ing the Republic and present leader of the Christian 
democrats, Gil Robles is grooming a select group of 
Christian democrats for the politcs of the future and 
his resounding speech delivered in the University of 
Madrid in 1958 set forth his program in embryo. Other 
related groups are working in Catalonia, where the 
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Christian democratic movement is deep-rooted, in San- 
tander (Unién Cristianodemocratico de la Montaiia) 
and in several other provinces. Some of these groups 
report their activities to certain Bishops who regard 
this movement with approval. 

Without being specifically political in nature, the 
long-suffering H.O.A.C. (Hermandades Obreros de Ac- 
cién Catdélica, or Worker Brotherhoods of Catholic Ac- 
tion) cooperate in all public and private functions that 
appeal for the fulfillment of promises and the implan- 
tation of principles of justice. At the time of its oc- 
currence the Italian press reported the arrest of Emilio 
Comas, Vice-President of O.C.P.D., an organization of 
Catholic white-collar workers affiliated with H.O.A.C. 
Tu, the organ of H.O.A.C., was suspended by the Gov- 
ernment, and more recently Castiella put an end to 
the modest Boletin Verde which had partially replaced 
Tu. The police persecute any priest whom they suspect 
of contact with members of the opposition, or who 
merely demand that the governors, who boast of being 
Catholics, apply the apostolic principles. During the 
most recent strikes in Barcelona collections were taken 


up in various parishes for the benefit of imprisoned 
workers. 


OTHER ASPECTS OF 

THE CATHOLIC OPPOSITION 

In our desire to compile all instances of Catholic op- 
position to the regime, we must not overlook the splen- 
did “Study of the Situation of the Church in Spain” 
prepared for the Congress of the Lay Apostolate which 
was to have been held in 1956 but which never took 
place. This document eloquently demonstrates the so- 
cial inequities and unworthiness of many Catholic 
Spaniards. It insists greatly on the theme of “Spanish 
Catholicism” which it considers to be gravely endan- 
gered by the conduct and activities of its representa- 
tives, who seem to deny the ecumenical character of 
the Church, and who practice a religion sui generis 
which in many respects lacks the authentic life blood 
of grace and charity. This document was signed by six 
priests, two laborers, two lawyers and one professor. 
Widely circulated in mimeographed and other forms, 
it made a strong impression both within Spain and 
abroad. 

The strange and stimulating polemics over Ortega y 
Gasset are basically an affirmation of the spirit of 
freedom and charity as opposed to intolerance and pet- 
tiness. Lain Entralgo, Julian Marias and Aranguren all 
defend the good name of Ortega precisely in tkeir ca- 
pacity as Catholic intellectuals. 

The “Group of Independent Catholics of Spain” pub- 
lished a manifesto in April, 1958, in which they de- 
manded that the five Bishops who are Procuradores 
[Members of the Cortes, all of whom are appointed, 
directly or indirectly by the regime} to resign from this 
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office in that they are there fulfilling political functions. 
The document in question, which is calm and perfectly 
reasoned, examines the phariseeism of the regime and 
discreetly suggests a constitutional monarchy. Further- 
more, it condemns “Francolatry” and urges action by 
responsible authorities toward bringing the Army to 
take a definitive step. 

Also during 1958 a group of 50 priests associated 
with the University of Madrid sent a joint letter to 
General Barroso, Minister of the Army, asking for the 
release of the students who had been imprisoned on 
charges of communism. This document was signed by 
outstanding prelates such as Father Bulart, Chaplain 
to Franco, Father Juan Zaragiieta, Professor of Meta- 
physics of the University of Madrid, and Father Félix 
Garcia, Provincial head of the Augustinians, etc. 

Earlier, in 1957, a group of young Catholics of Bar- 
celona circulated a manifesto attacking the corruption 
and collective degradation fomented by the regime. 
This document was very well received in Catholic Ac- 
tion circles and Father Olasso devoted one of his talks 
on Radio Paris to it. 


THE CATALAN CHURCH 

At the end of November, 1958, the Civil Governor of 
Barcelona, General Acedo Colunga, made a speech in 
Granollers, dedicated to the “Spanish Falange,”’ in 
which he attacked the Abbot of Montserrat in the fol- 
lowing words: 

“We state in a firm and final way that we do not 
consent to anything leading to the establishment of a 
difference between Spaniards . . . to secession. If this 
is attempted through the use of a ritual, a liturgy, a 
discipline . . . by the exploitation of sacred symbols 
.. . neither would we tolerate it then. We would exter- 
minate all that is stupid, though it seek refuge in places 
for which we have all the respect and devotion of our 
souls.” 

The Barcelona press published this speech on Decem- 
ber 1 and 2. On December 8, thc Feast of the Im- 
maculate Conception, Father Escarré, Abbot of Montse- 
rrat, replied to the Governor’s attack in a sermon heard 
by a congregation of over a thousand persons who filled 
the basilica. We quote the following significant para- 
graphs from this sermon: 








“A few days ago it was said that perhaps the Church 
does not fulfill her duties in the matter of the education 
of the youth . . . Our liturgy, our piety, our discipline 
do not exist so that those who are enemies of the re- 
gime may hide behind them. This is not true. When a 
difference exists between the Church and the State 
then it is up to the State to see how it can fulfill its 
duties. The Church will try to fulfill her duties . . . and 
she always says the truth. If this truth is not agree- 
able to those who rule, then let them change! They 
say that they are Catholics, that they receive com- 
munion . . . then let them commune with the ideas 
of the Church, which are the ideas of freedom, of dis- 
cipline, of social well-being . . . We hope for a recon- 
ciliation, even a public one . . . Because the Church 
always wants to be in agreement with all powers, espe- 
cially the power of the State, but always in truth, free- 
dom and justice.” 

This sermon caused a great commotion in govern- 
ment circles. Orders have been issued forbidding the ap- 
pearance of the name of Dom Aureli Maria de Escarré 
in the press, except in cases where its avoidance would 
seem ridiculous. Fortunately the Monastery of Montse- 
rrat depends on Rome alone in almost every way and 
the dictatorship cannot dismiss the Abbot because he 
is democratically elected by the community. The words 
of Father Escarré are the source of great hope to 
Catholics of Spain and elsewhere. They constitute an 
unmistakeable symbol. Thousands of printed, mimeo- 
graphed and typewritten leaflets bearing both the Gov- 
ernor’s and the Abbot’s texts are being circulated in 
Spain. 

But this incident has not been the only occasion for 
friction between the regime and Montserrat. For some 
time now a secret governmental campaign has been 
waged against the Catalan Benedictine Community. It 
is accused of fomenting Catalan nationalist aspirations, 
of encouraging young Catholics in the opposition and 
of having given asylum for several months to Sr. Ro- 
virosa, one of the secular leaders of H.O.A.C. The at- 
tacks are aimed, of course, at the mitered Abbot, who 
enjoys great prestige in the Vatican because of having 
been a personal friend of His Holiness John XXIII 
long before his elevation to the Pontifical Throne. The 
Abbot’s open-minded and liberal policy show that not 
all of the Spanish episcopacy is at the service of the 
regime. His defense of the “Minyons de Muntanya” 
(Boy Scouts of Catalonia) has always irritated the re- 
gime which would like to include all of Spain’s youth 
in the Falangist “Youth Front.” The Falangists call 
Father Escarré “The Abbot Makarios.” The Cardinal 
Archbishop of Tarragon, a confirmed Francoist, broke 
with Montserrat because he regards the latter’s politics 
as “deviationist.” Boy Scouts are no more permitted in 


the Tarragon Diocese than they were in Hitler’s Ger- 
many or Mussolini’s Italy or in the Soviet Russia of 
today. 

In the meantime a sermon delivered by Dom Agusti 
Altisent, of the Monastery of Poblet, in which he lends 
support to the Abbot of Montserrat and attacks the 
governmental position with even greater severity, has 
begun to circulate in leaflet form. Furthermore, assur- 
ances have been given in high ecclesiastical circles that 
the Bishop of Vich, Dr. Ramén Masnou, is preparing 
an ad hoc pastoral letter related to these matters. It is 
also possible that Dr. Modrego, Archbishop-Bishop of 
Barcelona, may issue a statement. 

Earlier, in 1958, Governor Acedo gave orders to pro- 
hibit a meeting of a great number of young members 
of Catholic Action scheduled to be held in a motion 
picture theater of Sallent, which is in the diocese of 
Vich and the Province of Barcelona. Dr. Taracén, 
Bishop of Solsona, and Dr. Masnou, Bishop of Vich, 
ignored the Governor’s prohibition and the function 
was held in a religious college then under construction. 


CONCLUSION: THE “SPECIAL CATHOLICS” 

Dr. Castiella, Minister of Foreign Affairs, to whom we 
wish a fruitful and perpetual exile, presides over a 
committee charged with investigating the activities of 
the so-called “Special Catholics,” those who are not 
adherents of the Franco regime. This fact in itself sug- 
gests how opposition in Catholic circles is spreading. 

In an interview published in the Mexican newspaper 
Excelsior Father Laburu declared that the Franco re- 
gime does not correspond to the requirements of a 
Catholic State, because it is immoral, conniving and 
the enemy of freedom. The “International Catholic 
Conversations” which were to have been held in San 
Sebastian were prohibited by Castiella. 

In brief, the regime is now removing its mask and 
demonstrating that Maritain, Bernanos and Mauriac 
were right, already in 1936. The “Crusade” has served 
its own interests, not those of the Church. Communism 
now attracts some sectors of the youth because the 
regime has prepared their mentality. 

Once again the atmosphere abroad is unpropitious 
for the dictatorship. Let the Americans and other for- 
eign powers give some thought to all of this. Let those 
Catholics who still believe in Franco do so too. The 
future must not be propitious to vengeance, but it must 
announce, in clarion tones, if necessary, the names of 
the Catholics who are guilty. Our hope in writing this 
article has been to demonstrate that not all Catholics 
are guilty and that many of them are convinced of 
the truth of that terrible phrase: 

“In red Spain one died for Christ, and in nationalist 
Spain one killed in the name of Christ.” 


February, 1959 
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LETTER FROM SPAIN ON ART AND LITERATURE 


THE CASE OF PASTERNAK 


Juan de Toledo 


The case of Boris Pasternak has been discussed at great 
length in Spain, and more so now that Doctor <hivago 
has been published in our language. Russia’s lack of 
artistic freedom, the oppressiveness of the Soviet dic- 
tatorship which ruins minds and morale, its regime 
based on a permanent fallacy, etc., have all been duly 
commented upon. But these comments have been made 
in one of two ways: either by deliberately overlooking 
the unmistakable similarity between the regimes in Spain 
and Russia, or else by subtly hinting at this similarity. 

An example of the first of these reactions was given 
us in an article entitled “The Industrious Pasternak” 
by a critic of the newspaper ABC who, while hiding 
cautiously behind a pseudonym himself, attacked the 
Russian poet as a weak and vacillating man. Evidently 
this writer expected Pasternak to declare war on the 
Soviet Union, and since he failed to do so he is cruci- 
fied with the worst imagineable insults. Though unjust 
this would be all very well were it being said in a free 
country, but in Spain it is inexcusable. 

Pasternak’s position has been perfectly clear. He wrote 
his novel with the greatest fidelity to what was going 
on around him and within him. But when the time came 
to identify himself with the message of his work, then 
he gave in. We know not why, but the hows and whys 
of oppression are not hard to find. What we must all 
recognize is that under a totalitarian dictatorship the 
affronts against the freedom of the writer are enormous, 
and it is not possible to measure the spiritual and phy- 
sical forces of resistance of a man with an ordinary sys- 
tem of weights and measures. 

What concerns us now is the artistic quality and 
human truth of Doctor <hivago as a denunciation of a 
state of affairs and an expression of a soul in torment. 
This Boris Pasternak has achieved in producing his 
novel and thereby risking the loss of all amenities. 

ABC did not receive or merit any reply in the national 
press. Only the literary review Indice dared to take 
issue with the monarchist (of the Caudillo’s monarchism, 
that is) newspaper, saying, “Pasternak has become the 
center of a storm. We do not wish to add our voice to 
the chorus. It suffices to advise, ‘Let he who is without 
guilt cast the first stone.’ There is no doubt but that 
some of these stones would fall on some very brash 
heads, But that is not all. Many of the comments made 
about the case of Pasternak evoke rage and sorrow. 
A sorrow of a religious strain, over the condition of 
humanity.” Then Indice went on to say, “. . .the Russian 
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writer’s decision not to emigrate but to remain with 
his own people deserves nothing but respect. He does 
his work in solitude, surrounded by the impure political 
fervor of the world (‘impure’ in that it expects him to 
answer what no one has a right to ask him).” 

We must give Indice credit for having answered ABC 
in this vein and for having ventured to say what was 
obvious but which few would admit. Indice went as 
far as anyone could go in Spain today. 

For ABC to have called Pasternak a coward in a 
country in which we are all guilty of cowardice, and in 
which our literary and journalistic worlds exist in the 
greatest of lies, shut up in the worst conventions with 
at least three different sets of censors who do not 
even let us breathe freely, was a disgraceful audacity. 

Ideally speaking, of course, Indice should have gone 
on to say what no one would dare say in Spain today 
but which Boris Pasternak has dared say in Doctor 
Khivago by his censuring of cc!lectivization, his harsh 
criticism of many aspects of Marxism-Stalinism, his 
efforts to describe the saddened and demoralized world 
of the people of Soviet Russia. We could not imagine 
a Spanish novelist of today attacking, even for a mo- 
ment, the political and economic realizations of the 
Franco regime or the persecution of which freedom- 
loving Spaniards have been the object, or denouncing 
the miserable human condition of our people. (We all 
know what happened to Dionisio Ridruejo after he 
made his political statements to the Cuban magazine 
Bohemia. He was imprisoned and prosecuted.) We must 
not forget that in Doctor Zhivago we read things such 
as the following: 

“Marxism dominates itself too little to be a science. 
Science is always equilibrated, but Marxism is not, 
nor is it objective. I know of no movement more 
isolated or remote from reality than is Marxism. In 
order to preserve the myth of their own infallibility, 
the members of the Soviet Government do all in their 
power to turn their backs on the truth. I do not like 
men who do not love the truth.” 








As though this were not encugh, he goes on to say 
a little further on, “When the war came, with its 
authentic danger and its authentic threat of annihilation, 
it appeared as something beneficial in comparison to 
the inhuman power of abstractions. It brought a wei- 
come relief, putting an end to the diabolical power 
of the ossified word. With Hitler there came a breath 
of fresh air, a sign of liberation, a purifying tornado. 
The breath of freedom was in the air during the war 
years, and disappointment was total.” 

Were we to replace the word “Marxism” with “Falan- 
gism,” (without ignoring the essential difference between 
the two, as Marxism is a serious and disputable eco- 
nomic doctrine whereas Falangism is merely a more 
or less fascist masquerade for home consumption) we 
do not believe that any writer in Spain would be pre- 
pared to sign a page such as that quoted above from 
Pasternak. All are fully aware that in so doing they 
would be risking their lives or signing away their 
freedom, as have so many others in similar cases. Today 
everyone speaks of freedom. In our country the political 
orators and abject servitors of the regime all take its 
name in vain, constantly. So do the Russians; but 
neither have it. Everyone, except possibly Mr. John 
Foster Dulles, knows that under Francoist totalitarianism 
the word freedom has nothing but an allegorical, al- 
lusive and literary value. 

Spanish art and literature have become completely 
conventional. If one does not choose to play the game 
then one must go abroad to publish one’s works, Every- 
one knows that our two best novelists, Camilo José 
Cela and Juan Goytisolo, have had to publish their 
novels La Colmena (The Hive) and Fiestas in Buenos 
Aires because it would have been impossible for them 
to have been published in our country. It can always 
be countered that both of these writers are living 
peacefully and unmolested in Barcelona and Palma de 
Mallorca, but to this we would reply that were they 
to tell all the truth with complete independence and 
implacable criticism, all of which is but implicit in 
their books, then neither would be permitted to con- 
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tinue to live under the conditiors of passive surveiliance 
in which they live today. We are certain that neither 
of these authors lacks a desire to express a total de- 
nunciation, but they do more by remaining in Spain 
than they could were they to have to go abroad; that 
though divested of much needed freedom they prefer 
that their testifying voices be heard as a consolation 
for this overwhelming fear which erodes us, than that 
they should be far away, cut off from us by the ob- 
literating fogs of exile. 

Not all had to be like Manuel Lamana, the young 
author of Otros Hombres (Other Men), a splendid 
document of the life of some poor Spanish students 
who receive stiff prison sentences for having posted 
some more or less subversive placards on the city walls. 
In prison they endure the most terrible punishments 
and humiliations, until one of them manages to escape 
to Paris. The crime of having written this book, which 
was published in Buenos Aires about two years ago, 
cost its author a total separation from his country. 
Had he been caught he would have been sentenced 
to 30 years imprisonment or he would have lost his 
life, as have so many others. Pasternak remains in 
Russia, always exposed to danger, no doubt, but living 
in the comfortable country house which everyone knows 
through the photographs that have appeared in the 
press, in spite of Doctor Zhivago. It would be hard to 
imagine Manuel Lamana calmly strolling down the 
streets of Madrid or discussing Spain’s thwarted des- 
tiny with his friends of the corner cafe, after having 
published Otros Hombres. These are the examples 
which we would like to see ABC and Indice discuss. 

In the masque by Valle Inclan, Luces de Bohemia 
(Lights of Bohemia), there is a scene in which the 
protagonist, a poet named Max Estrella, is arrested 
and brought io police headquarters. There he is asked 
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what his profession is. The poet replies: 
“Non-practicing free-man and singing bird.” In this 
moment of lucidity Valle Inclan left us a basic de- 
finition of all Spaniards today. We are exactly that: 
men with a vocation for freedom which we are not per- 
mitted to practice. We have been divested of the license 
for the practice of freedom which was rightfully ours. 
Under such oppressive circumstances, placed beyond 
the law by our betters, that is by the opportunists of 
the present situation, the fantasy of the Spaniard goes 
unchecked; just as the imagination of the starving man 
becomes stimulated, so does the Spaniard invent a new 
way of being and existing, a way which very much re- 
calls our own picaresque novel. This style is ex- 
emplified by Camilo José Cela in a very minute and 
revelatory way in his novel The Hive, the most im- 


portant document of contemporary Spain. All of the 
characters in this novel, of whom there are over 100, 
suffer from this privation from freedom. This condi- 
tion or illness, which only the vanquished suffered at 
the beginning of this National-Sindicalist State, has 
little by little spread to the victors. It has become 
endemic and massive in the Spain of today. One can 
live with it shamelessly and emphatically because it 
has spread to all classes of our society. A genuine 
masque has been created, but one which is more serious 
than the masques of Ramon cel Valle Inclan. When 
our poet invented his masques, they were just for the 
benefit of the spectator. But in our days they are for 
the benefit of the man who wears the disguise as 
well. His darkest and most pitiful destiny is that ne 
cannot be otherwise. 


LAWYERS’ REPORT FOR 
ARCHBISHOP OF BARCELONA 


Lawyers representing 16 laborers tried by court-martial 
in Barcelona on December 28 and 29, 1958 on charges 
of having been implicated in the labor disturbances oc- 
curring in the same city in March, 1958, have delivered 
a report on the treatment accorded these laborers to 
the Archbishop of Barcelona. IBERICA has received 
a copy of this report, from which we extract the fol- 
lowing paragraphs: 


TREATMENT ACCORDED DEFENDANTS 

“When a State promulgates, as a fundamental principle 
of its existence, that it (the Spanish Nation) ‘considers 
as its mark of honor the fulfillment of the Law of God 
according to the doctrine of the Catholic, Apostolic and 
Roman Church, the only true Church and faith, in- 
separable from the national conscience which inspires 
its legislation,’ then such a State contracts the solemn 
obligation before God and man to subject its juridical 
norms and actions to the precepts of natural law and 
Christian morality. 

“The attribution of Military Jurisdiction to certain 
infractions of a legal order through recourse to juridi- 
cal fictions, the use of physical coercion, the bypassing 
of procedural norms and the dictation of sentences* that 
are very excessive in relation to the infractions in ques- 
tion, all constitute abuses of authority by the State 
amounting to a violation of human rights and Natural 
Law. 





* Principal defendants received the following sentences: 
Miguel Nittez Gonzalez, 15 years; Federico Olivé Ma- 
nd, 12 years; Manuel Martinez Arcos, 10 years, and 
Alberto Badia Mur, 6 years. Others received shorter 
sentences. 
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“In the last days of March, 1958, about 60 laborers, 
including the 16 referred to above, were taken into cus- 
tody by the police in connection with the work stop- 
page which had occurred in some factories of this city, 
but which had not in any way constituted a breach of 
public order. 

“In the full knowledge of the Civil and Military au- 
thorities, and in express and public infraction of the 
provisions included in the Fuero de los Espanoles (Span- 
ish Bill of Rights) the police detained those presumed 
responsible for these occurrences for periods ranging— 
depending on the date of arrest—from 24 to 30 days. 

“Members of the Brigada Social, which is attached 
to the Police Department and at the orders of Sr. 
Creix, Chief of Police, barbarously abused the defend- 
ents, inflicting on them the entire gamut of torture 
devices regarded by the police as infallible methods of 
obtaining confessions. 

“Miguel Nuiiiez Gonzalez and Manuel Martinez Ar- 
cos were suspended from the ceiling by one arm for 
many long hours; Federico Olivé Mana was brutally 
beaten until his entire body was an open wound and 
he was unable to return to his cell but lay prostrate on 
a straw mattress in one of the offices of police head- 
quarters, almost inanimate, for 8 days . . . Not to men- 
tion the scientific tortures, consisting of placing the de- 
fendant in an ideal position for the aiming of blows at 
strategic spots with appropriate instruments—lashes of 
steel wire, clubs, wet ropes—and, of course, the well- 
known electric shocks . . . with the inevitable results that 
all the defendants signed confessions to the satisfaction 
of the police. 


“At the end of this period of detention the defend- 
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ants were transferred to the Model Prison of this city, 
where they were placed in the charge of Colonel of 
Infantry Enrique Eymar Fernandez, in his capacity as 
Special Judge appointed on January 24, 1958, by de- 
cree issued by the Ministry of the Army. 

“Colonel Eymar let two long months pass by before 
interrogating the defendants or making any decision as 
to their situation, thereby committing an infraction of 
the Code of Military Justice which provides in its Ar- 
ticles 672 and 553 that the Judge must determine with- 
in a period of 5 days whether or not the defendants are 
to be formally charged. 


“But this is not all. When Judge Eymar finally de- 
cided to interrogate the defendants, he gave orders for 
them to be returned to police headquarters. It is un- 
heard of for a Military Judge to be seated in the prem- 
ises of the police, furthermore such a procedure is ille- 
gal as Article 600 of the Code of Military Justice pro- 
vides that statements must be taken from the prisoners 
in the prison in which they are being held. However 
Colonel Eymar calmly ignored the Code of Military 
Justice, ordering the defendants to be brought back to 
police headquarters where they had to make their state- 
ments to him in the proximity of the torturers and, 
above all, Sr. Creix, who, though they did not openly 
intervene in the interrogation, did not fail to appear 
from time to time to confer in whispers with the Judge. 
Anyone practicing the honorable profession of Law 
will agree that such a procedure is totally anti-juridical 
and that it constitutes a very grave offense by the 
administration of justice. 

“Under such circumstances, the defendants were 
completely defenseless. Their situation was made even 
worse when Colonel Eymar forbade the appointment 
of Counsellors for the Defense on the grounds that the 
defendants were to be summarily tried, and that in such 
a trial civil lawyers are not permitted to participate. 

“The procedural abnormalities continued. In a sum- 
mary trial the accusations are principally based on the 
testimony of the police, which in this case consisted 
of testimony obtained through the use of violence. At 
the moment prescribed for the submitting of supportive 
testimony the judge peremptorily demanded a court- 
martial and left no time for the submitting of any but 
documentary character references. No verbal testimony 
was permitted, as it was ruled superfluous in view of 
the testimony of the police. 


APPLICATION OF AN INVALID LAW 


“The law invoked in this case was the Law of Mili- 
tary Sedition of March 2, 1943. Since that date other 
special laws have been enacted, including the reformed 
Penal Code and the new Code of Military Justice, all 


of which include clauses annulling the afore-mentioned 
Law of 1943. 
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“It is obvious that this Law is invoked whenever it 
is considered expedient in order to intimidate potential 
rebels. The policy is to resort to the legal fiction that 
this law is still in force, just because it has never been 
explicitly repealed. 

“Such procedures only discredit, day by day, the 
already much discredited function of Justice in our 
country. Justice is converted into political justice, into 
an instrument at the service of the security of the 
State, just as has happened in the countries beyond the 
iron curtain, with but an imperceptible difference. 


EVENTS LEADING UP TO TRIAL 

“An important aspect of this trial is that it resulted 
from occurrences which were not in themselves morally 
discreditable. 

“The sequence of events in March, 1958, was as fol- 
lows: first there was a work stoppage of several hours 
in some of the big factories. This work stoppage was 
prolonged for several days by government orders clos- 
ing down the factories. These events in themselves 
lacked political motivation; even less did they consti- 
tute attacks on the security of the state or the organi- 
zations of the regime. They were simply an expression 
of protest by labor over the inadequacy of the pre- 
vailing wages in view of the rising cost of living, which 
took this form because previous demands for a wage 
increase had been made in vain. 

“The State’s charges that this work stoppage was of 
a political nature and that in being of communist in- 
spiration it constituted a threat to the security of the 
State were completely unfounded. It is one thing that 
the communists—of whom there are but few—should 
have inspired the strike, but quite another thing that the 
great mass of workers participating in these brief and 
pacific strikes were spontaneously motivated by their 
own needs. 

“The great mass of laborers participating in these 
strikes were unaware of any possible communist inspira- 
tion. This the instigators themselves have recognized. 
It is evident, then, that the responsibility for these work 
stoppages lies with the State itself for having incorpor- 
ated some non-representational labor unions as bureau- 
cratic parts of its governmental machinery, and in try- 
ing to deny the existence of a social problem, therein 
ignoring circumstances described by the Bishops when 
they said: 

““In Spain there are many persons of the middle 
and working classes who can only with the greatest dif- 
ficulty meet the cost of their most indispensable daily 
needs,’ or by Dr. Gomez Moralejo, in his book La 
justa distribucién de las rentas (The Fair Distribution 
of Income) when he asserts that ‘Our real earnings to- 
day hardly have the purchasing power that they did in 
a. 


Barcelona, February, 1959 
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Editorial 


MEGALOMANIA AND DISCORD 


General Franco’s decisions are not easy to fathom. 
It could be said that this characteristic is a sign of 
the times, and that it is true to greater or lesser ex- 
tent of the decisions made by all men of state, of 
those legitimately invested with authority as well as 
of those who have seized power illegally. 

True, but in General Franco’s case this trait is 
particularly marked. His usual tactics consist of aim- 
ing at one objective in order to attain another. So 
what is the real objective behind his determination 
to remove the remains of the combatants of both sides 
in the Civil War to the extraordinary monument in 
the Valley of the Fallen? What lies behind the Cau- 
dillo’s persistence in this matter? 

We recall that originally the monument’s ostensible 
purpose was to serve as a burial place for “the fallen 
in the glorious uprising,” that is, for the combatants 
who died on the Francoist side only. We also recall 
that political prisoners, working under the vigilant 
eyes of the Guardia Civil, were recruited as a sort 
of slave labor brigade for the most arduous construc- 
tion work on this monument. In addition we recall 
that the original plans called for the transferral of 
the remains of José Antonio Primo de Rivera, found- 
er of the Falange who had been interred in the Royal 
Pantheon of the Escorial, to the crypt of the Valley 
of the Fallen, before any others. Originally this was 
one of the Caudillo’s most cherished projects. 

These original plans were motivated by two power- 
ful factors: first of all, General Franco’s megalo- 
mania which drove him to order the construction of 
a monument which was to outdo the Escorial and 
leave behind a permanent reminder of his rule; sec- 
ondly, his determination to perpetuate the memory 
of those who died for him, granting the Falange—a 
firm support in those early days—the greatest honors. 

However things have been changing in Spain and 
with these changes have come rumors to the effect 
that the remains of those of both sides in the Civil 
War were to be interred in the crypt, without, how- 
ever, any official confirmation of these rumors. They 
coincided with the Falange’s loss of power and pres- 
tige, and the beginnings of the student and labor dis- 
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turbances. Then these rumors were confirmed. 
Local governments and some high ecclesiastical au- 
thorities issued appeals to the families of the fallen 
to request the transferral of the remains of their rela- 
tives to the Valley of the Fallen; yet not one family, 
of either side, submitted such a petition. Not one in- 
dividual responded to this appeal. So then General 
Franco issued orders for the transference of those 
nameless ones buried in mass graves, but neither did 
this plan meet with success. The families and towns- 
people of those buried under such circumstances 
throughout Spain have requested that the victims be 
left where they are; these petitions have been made 
by families of the fallen on the Franco side and fami- 
lies of the fallen on the loyalist side. The unanimity 
is complete. 

We might add, furthermore, that in the meantime 
the remains of José Antonio Primo de Rivera have 
been removed from the Escorial to the family Pan- 
theon somewhere in Andalusia. 

But what is General Franco’s real objective, in 
trying thus to dictate to the dead? 

When the opposition in Spain was still invisible, 
when it was still crushed and completely underground, 
the plan in its original conception and objective did 
not seem to present any obstacles, and an estimated 
$200,000,000 was allocated for it. However as the 
internal situation has been changing and the opposi- 
tion has been coming to the surface and making its 
presence felt, General Franco has had to shift the 
original objective of the monument, and has tried des- 
perately to arrange for the transference there, no mat- 
ter at what cost, of some token victims of both sides 
so as to be able to claim the role of conciliator in the 
future. 

Perhaps his political astuteness is what has led him 
to shift his course, perhaps he is impelled by a desire 
to show his “benevolence” to the world; but perhaps 
also the internal forces, the increasing political and 
economic unrest and the increasingly organized and 
open opposition, are all impelling him to provoke po- 
tential causes of discontent and disturbances which 
might have to be repressed by the resort to violence. 

Should this indeed be the case, then the Spaniards 
will not fall into such a trap. They are determined 
to live together and in peace. The Civil War is 
buried; only General Franco wishes to disinter it. 

Let the dead rest in peace. The dead are sacred 
and they are above political strife. “Rest in peace” 
is the phrase normally murmured before a tomb. So 
let General Franco, who unleashed the Civil War, at 
least let its dead rest in peace. 
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Reports from our 
correspondent in Madrid 


THREE YEARS LATER 


“At least it is the shortest month of the year!” ... 
a high ranking official of the Spanish Government 
is quoted as saying, with a sigh of relief, at the end 
of February. And it is true that since the student 
movement against the regime was first sparked off 
by the demonstrations in the University of Madrid 
in February, 1956, this month has always been a 
particularly nerve-wracking one for the Francoists. 

Were one to characterize this February in a few 
words, we would say “From Menfis (Memphis) to 
Segovia,” as it began with the repercussions immedi- 
ately following the banquet of the “Union Espafiola” 
held in the Hotel Menfis on January 29, and ended 
on the note sounded by the mass pilgrimage of in- 
tellectuals to Segovia on February 22 to pay tribute 
to the memory of the poet Antonio Machado who 
died in exile during the Civil War. 

How did the regime react to these events, the 
first of which signified the beginning of a new stage 
of the opposition, and the second the total divorce 
between all the intellectuals of Spain and the regime? 

In appearance, it reacted weakly. The fines im- 
posed on the organizers of the Menfis banquet (50,- 
000 pesetas on Satristegui and 25,000 on Tierno 
Galvan and Miralles respectively, all of which were 
paid by the Madrid Bar Association as a token of 
the moral support of the lawyers of Madrid) and 
the “friendly” interrogations by the police all in- 
dicated an unusual “softness” on the part of the 
regime. 


SIGNIFICANCE OF THE MENFIS BANQUET 
The Hotel Menfis banquet marked the launching of 
a monarchist coalition of various groups, with strong 
financial backing, and which would like to include 
the left-wing groups as well. 

A few days after the banquet was held the Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs released what we might call a 
“White book” containing the speech delivered by 
the poet Peman in Estroril and the letters exchanged 
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between Carrero Blanco, Franco’s right-hand man, 
and the aforementioned poet. This publication had 
its purpose, which should be interpreted in connection 
with the editorials of official inspiration appearing 
a few days ago in Pueblo and Ya. Peman aspires to a 
monarchy, but one that is within “the line of the 
victory and its chief” (read “the Civil War and 
Franco’’). The newspapers in question defended the 
existence of an opposition in “questions which could 
be of importance, but which are in reality of ques- 
tionable importance in relation to the principles. . . . 

“Nothing solid or durable can be based on fiction, 
and the absolute unanimity of political action can 
be no more than a fiction, as such a unanimity is not 
humanly possible. . . . It (false unanimity) creates an 
asphyxiating atmosphere of indifference and weakness, 
or else it impels the opposition toward ways that are 
beyond the law.” 

We can assure the reader that all of this is no 
more than the beginning of an operation designed 
to permit a rightist opposition which, without crys- 
talizing into political parties, would permit a certain 
margin of freedom to the monarchists and Christian 
democrats. The regime seems to realize that only by 
trying to divide the opposition forces into those of 
the right and those of the left can it survive. However 
these concessions, minimal though they may be, re- 
flect its basic weakness. In these past days, for in- 
stance, we have been able io buy Le Monde in the 
news stands, even when it covered Spanish affairs. 
And according to an authorized source of information, 
Sr. Amat and other socialists imprisoned in Novem- 
ber may be released on provisional freedom at almost 
any moment. If the Segovia manisfestation was pro- 
hibited in its public aspects (which did not dull its 
brilliance or significance) and if Juan Goytisolo’s lat- 
est book La Resaca (Undertow) has been added to 
the inquisitorial “Index” of the bureau of censorship, 
these incidents are no more than manifestations of a 
careful discrimination between the opposition of the 
left and that of the right which the men of the 
regime are attempting at this time. Their task is a 
difficult one, however, as the Spaniards are under- 
standing more and more what is going on. 

Declarations made by the Christian democrats con- 
ditioning their support of a monarchist restoration to 
the holding of authentically free elections, the uner- 
ring policies of Dionisio Ridruejo and his political 
group, all constitute efforts to prevent just such a 
break between the right and the left. On the other 
hand the recently issued manifesto on the situation 
in Spain distributed by the so-called “Front of Libera- 
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tion of the People’ (whose ties with the liberal Catho- 
lics are well known) does not conceal the fact that 
“the relations between the Church and State have 
come to a critical point,” and also refers to the dis- 
satisfaction that is rife within the Army, profes- 
sional groups, white collar workers, etc. The recent 
arrests of leaders of the H.O.A.C. (Worker Brother- 
hoods of Catholic Action) in Seville show once again 
how difficult it would be to differentiate between 
the opposition of the right and of the left. 

In the meantime, the coffers of the Treasury re- 
main empty. Judge Villarias ordered the repatriation 
of the funds illegally exported to Switzerland, at a 
rate of exchange of 42 pesetas to the dollar and a 
100% fine. But the funds haven’t been repatriated. 
The Falangist leaders (Solis and Arrese), backed up 
by Generals Alonso Vega and Barroso, Minister of the 
Army, demand the publication of the list of “guilty 
ones.” But if this list were to see the light of day 
it would have been previously expurgated (we will 
not see the names of the widow of General Varela or 
of the former Minister of Commerce, Carceller) and 
it will be composed so as to constitute a weapon to 
discredit the members of “Unidén Espafiola.” The lat- 
ter, in turn, are said to have prepared a statement 
defending the position that to export capital from 
a country with a regime such as ours is not unpatriotic, 

It is not yet known if the government will take steps 
against the Banc Inmobiliari of Andorra which, 
together with an affiliated bank in Morrocco, has 
negotiated illegal exportations of Spanish capital, and 
whose Board of Directors includes Eduardo Aunés 
and Admiral Bastarreche. 


IGNORANCE OR IRRESPONSIBILITY? 

The Mission of the International Monetary Fund 
arrived on February 14. Their first calls were made 
on the Ministry of Commerce and the Bank of Spain, 
where they were installed in an office as headquar- 
ters. This mission has a purely informative function, 
and cannot itself make any decisions. The hopes of 
the regime lie in an eventual loan from the Interna- 
tional Bank of Reconstruction and Development, but 
in the meantime it urgently needs various short term 
loans from the Fund. 

According to current rumors, the Caudillo ccn- 
tinues to firmly oppose any ideas of devaluation, con- 
vertibility, etc. Of course the man does not know 
much about economics and he perhaps does not en- 
tirely appreciate the dangers to Spain of a definitive 
isolation from the European Economic Community. 
Furthermore, Spain has shown a shocking degree 
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of irresponsibility in this matter of the O.E.E.C. Just 
three weeks ago she became committed to col aborate 
with the atomic energy organization of the O.E.E.C. 
and to pay the sum of $1,200,000, but to this day no 
one knows where this sum will come from. 

The bankers realize all of this and they are taking 
the offensive in this matter. Sr. Prados Arrarte, an 
authorized spokesman of the Banco Central, delivered 
a speech in San Sebastian in which he warned that 
anything blocking the convertibility of the peseta 
or Spain’s incorporation in a European free trade 
zone would be ruinous for Spain. 


ATMOSPHERE OF LIQUIDATION 

In brief, whether one is speaking of financial mat- 
ters, politics or culture the prevailing impression 1s 
one of liquidation. Far be it from me to make this 
comment in a propagandistic sense; it is simply a 
reality of the atmosphere. An example will serve to 
demonstrate this: as we have already said, the au- 
thorities began insisting again that the remains of 
the “heros and victims” of the “Crusade” be trans- 
ferred to that monstrous monument, the Crypt of the 
Valley of the Fallen. However the Association of Re- 
latives of the Fallen of the town of Paracuellos del 
Jarama sent their representatives to the Ministry of 
Government to ask that the bones of their relatives 
(about 2000) in the town’s mass grave be left in 
peace. Two weeks later the Government gave in to 
their petition. Can one conceive of such a thing 
happening in the Spain of 8 or 10 years ago? No. 
It is only now that those who have the most reason 
to retain a spirit of rancor over the Civil War aban- 
don the Caudillo and leave him to rest alone in the 
sepulchre which he has prepared. 

Another occurrence which has been the subject of 
comment these days has been the sudden death of the 
scientist Arturo Duperier. Professor Duperier had 
lived in exile for 12 years, and his liberal ideas 
were well known. Upon his return to Spain in 1953 
the University of London (where he had taught, in 
Imperial College) presented him with a laboratory for 
the study of cosmic rays. Duperier died last month, 
five years later, and his gift laboratory had not yet 
been installed. It had been held up by customs dif- 
ficulties and other bureaucratic complications placed 
in his path. On his death many professors and scien- 
tists protested strongly over this situation. But not 
many of them knew of the difficulties which Duperier 
had been encountering in his efforts to obtain per- 
mission to attend the International Congress of Cos- 
mic Radiation to be held in July. 
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IN MEMORY OF MACHADO 


Speaking of university matters, let us get on to what 
has undoubtedly been the most significant event 
of this month of February, so little propitious to 
Francoism. 

On February 1, or thereabouts, many invitations 
were received in Madrid from a committee of French 
intellectuals (Rector Sarrailh of the Sorbonne, Sar- 
tre, Mauriac and others) announcing the comme- 
moration of the 20th anniversary of the death of 
Antonio Machado, to be held at the tomb of the 
great poet who died in exile and was buried in the 
cemetery of Collioure, in the south of France. The 
excitement caused by this invitation was indescrib- 
able, and it resulted in the issuing of an appeal by 
75 Spanish intellectuals, headed by the venerable 
academician Ramén Menéndez Pidal, Gregorio Ma- 
raién and Tierno Galvan, and which I will not quote 
as I presume that a copy of it has been sent to 
IBERICA directly. The contents of the appeal, which 
was addressed to all “men of good will,” was to urge 
attendance at the Collioure ceremony, or else that the 
Spaniards attend an alternate one to be organized 
in Segovia, in the house, which has been converted 
into a museum, where Antonio Machado once lived. 
In spite or the difficulties of the first project many 
students and painters and writers from Barcelona 
were able to attend the ceremony in Collioure; others 
were denied exit permits or passports and so were 
unable to go to France. But as soon as the appeal 
had circulated in Madrid cars were rented and train 
tickets taken for the trip to Segovia. The Government 
became alarmed and immediately ordered two meas- 
ures to be taken: first of all it prohibited any street 
demonstrations in Segovia, and it deployed armed 
police and a large part of the Brigada Social, includ- 


ing its chief, Sr. Reguengo, in person, to Segovia. 
Secondly it quickly organized a rival “national hom- 
age” to Machado to be held in Soria at the same 
time. Munoz Alonso, Minister of Information, was 
to attend as the guest star as well as two third-rate 
poets and a scholar of Soria, Don Heliodoro Car- 
pintero, whom no one had ever heard of before. The 
Falangist student organization offered to pay the 
fares of any students wishing to make the trip. 


Regardless of these official efforts, the ceremony in 
Segovia turned into a veritable national homage to 
the memory of Machado. About a thousand persons 
poured through Vallejo Street into the Machado Me- 
morial Museum, and Professors Lain Entralgo and 
Arangurzn, and Dionisio Ridruejo all read poems by 
Machado and spoke of his exemplary life and work. 


In spite of the police vigilance the patio of the 
Machado house was filled and so were the surround- 
ings. The trip to Madrid that afternoon took the form 
of a triumphant return. There is talk of nothing but 
the Segovia outing in student circles now; of how 
all of intellectual Madrid turned out en masse to 


render the homage of free men to the memory of 
Machado. 


The press received orders to publicize the Soria 
ceremony and to silence that of Segovia. However the 
daily Informaciones could not resist an outburst of 
bad humor, attacking the Segovia ceremony and 
claiming that only the Soria one had any reason 
(the 50th anniversary of Machado’s wedding!). Also 
ABC showed its true colors. On Sunday, February 22, 
the day of the anniversary celebration, a certain Dr. 
Alvarez Sierra dared to write that Machado had 
“longed for the entrance of the nationalist troops 


into Madrid’! The same edition devoted an- 


other article to insulting the na- 
tional feelings of Cuba, guilty 
of shaking off the “Hispanidad” 
which the Caudillo so dearly 
loves. But the double game of 
ABC, which from time to time 
allows an article expressing the 
monarchist opposition to appear, 
perhaps symbolizes the present 
tactics of the Government, 
which are, in a nutshell: Free- 
dom for discussion of the mon- 
archy . . . but down with the 
men of freedom! 

TELMO LORENZO 


Collioure 
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INTERNATIONAL 
_ MONETARY: FUND 
DIN SPAIN 8) fo oon 
MADRID, Feb. 15, Ibérica; —The 
International Monetary Fund. Mis- 
sion;arrived today. On Friday, Feb- 
ruary,.13, General. Franco met, with 
the, Ministers. concerned with. eco- 
nomic: and _ financial: matters in, or- 
der to review the reports prepared 
by the economic, commercial and, in- 
dustrial institutes and councils of the 
regime. The meeting of the Council 
of Ministers regularly, scheduled, on 
Fridays .had_ been ; cancelled, 
»-(The-contents.of these ‘reports have 
been kept relatively secret, but it 
is known that in general all coincid- 
ed in recommending... the devalua- 
tion of the peseta. 

A reference to these governmen- 
tal agency. reports. appearing in the 
Spanish, press. made no mention of 
the one submitted by the. Banco Es- 
pafiol, however it is known, that. it 
is, the one that. is most. critical. and 
realistic, particularly in relation to 
the urgent need for a devaluation of 
the peseta. 


MADRID, Mar, 1, Ibérica:—The 
International Monetary Fund. Com- 
mission left for Paris where its mem- 
bers are to exchange impressions of 
Spain with ‘economic experts at- 
tached to the Organization for Eu- 
ropean Economic Cooperation.” 
The impression: of _Spain’s, eco- 
nomic. situation taken away by, the 
members.of the four, man team is a 
very. bad one,,and this impression 
was,not obtained through talks with 
the man. in the street, but from 
conversations ;with Spanish. econo- 
mists and financiers, who. convinced 
the International Monetary Fund 
delegates of Spain’s chaotic econom- 


= ic situation.: 


N \..As is dknown:, the... International 
' Monetary. Fund, requires that _ its 
| tnember states maintain ‘a, minimal 
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eral Franco does not seem 

clinéd ‘to give an, inch, ‘ 

Spain’s most serious eke Cin 
tinues to be her‘ almost total, Jack 
of foreign credit | Fesetves.” 


32, SOCIALISTS Hei 
SINCE 1948 WITHOUT TRIAL 


In ‘Saragossa 32 socialists have’ been 
tried ‘who had ‘been detained in>pri- 
son since 1948) ‘They: were’ charged 
with crimes’ of ‘illegal: propaganda 
and holding. clandestine ‘meetings: 
They received prison ‘sentences rang- 
ing from three months: to four years. 
It.is to’be hoped that: they have been 
released: by! now: asi:the time spent 
in prison awaiting, trial far exceeds 
the duration of the sentences, «; - 


THE: GOVERNOR: | 
AND THE ABBOT 


BARGELONA; March 9, Ibérica} 
—The Governor »of. Barcelona | ap- 
pears: to have: relented..a bit -iti ‘his 
quarrel with the Abbot of Montse- 
rrat.. During the coendelead cere- 


monies of the 
bears his n mi Pe 
lunga intone ie 


mitting that. he, too, bad he mis- 
takes. 
"Tt is said here that the Caudillo 
haying refused to take, steps, against 
the Abbot, Father; Escarré,.the Gov- 
enor, proceeded) tq. make, personal 
representations in Rome. According 
to.this. rumor, which, has, been;¢on- 
firmed.,..by.. several reliable..sources; 
the ;governor performed,.an.act of 
contrition in private; though, refus- 
ing to do so in. public,,im yiew..of 
his.need to retain the,.authority in- 
vested in his office, rob 

‘However, the,.crisis. between, the 
authorities of;, the regime, and...the 
Catholic groups :in.Barcelona, is far 
from smoothed, over...,,Leaders. of 
H.O.A.C. (Worker Brotherhoods of 
Catholic Action). have been, circulat- 
ing leaflets attacking the. regime. and 
condemning the low standard of liy- 
ing of: the working ,classes. 

It.;is. clear. that_the . position. of 
the Catalan Catholics is farther to 
the left. than is;that of the Catholic 








y.<vet we t 


bishops have been waging a biden 
ant camp: rs) 
wage. mipvatct tu Mish nb vay be heen 
eyed with fayor by the industrialists 
who are. deeply .concerned .over. the 
crisis being generated by the Caudi- 
llo’s resistance to Spain’s integration 
in the. sac economic EURUS 
nity. .. oe . % 
"pI, FOR "PROTESTAR" 
MADRID? March: Thérita:<Clan- 
déstine’ leaflets urging the Spanish 
peopleto' ‘protest ‘nonviolently are 
in Wide" circulation here and ‘in Bar- 
celond! The‘ campaign i is particularly 
well ‘organized’ inthe latter “city 
where ‘it 'is ‘said’ to ‘be' sponsored ‘by 
all’ anti-Franco:- organizations «and 
groups.’ Foreign correspondents have 
received copies >iof: these leaflets, 
along with .othérs ‘bearing!.the': in« 
scription, “PROT EST AR”, or,;‘sim- 
ply:,the letter “P?. ‘The, key, to; the 
campaign is: the . letter, “P% and, it 
is urged that this letter appear,.wher- 
ever. possible as, a, symbol, of protest. 
The, text of the leaflets;¢ondemns 
the Franco regime) for. its failure; to 
solve .any_.of| the country’ s basic eco- 
nomic problems, saying, "in, part;, 
.f“In, twenty years,of- poemenrl 
none? of the |basic| problems of the 
Spanish-nation have-been solved. On 
the. COREFEYS ‘some have,,been, ag- 
gtava ybodom .vimeb 
“The falieiad is total. Onlyunder 
airegumie of liberty, justice and ‘de- 


mocracy: can’, the diggs of: gay 
nation be solvedi”itii9 +: 








$700,000: FOR: NEW EMBASSY 


Washington, Feb. 28, Ibérica: oo de 
State Department. has asked the 
House Foreign Affairs committee for 
authorization to build By $700, 
embassy in Madrid, payment, to. be 
made from loca] currency generated 
by; the, sale of surplus, commodities. 
e department also reports com- 
pletion of an office building in Ma- 
drid ata cost. of $1,102,064 during 
the period 1953-58. Foreign ,curren- 
cy; generated in, Spain. now totals 
$206,634,000 of which $158,836,000 
tine been: lente to. the, Rena 


SFMCs) joy yor baste 















































ASPAIN IS. STIRRING”. | 


Sunday’ Express: February 22:— 
In‘ ani article appearing ‘under ‘the 
heading “IS DICTATOR ‘FRAN- 
€O'ON ‘HIS ‘WAY OUT?” with 
a’ subtitle saying’ “Now' Spain is 
stirring. All the signs point to a tre- 
mendous upheaval soon... . .” Peter 


Baker tefis*the following Gheddote: 


What .did you ‘think of: Franco’s 
latest speech?” one man asked an- 
other, during lunch in.Madrid. ..,, 

Greatly alarmed,,the second, man 
bushed -his. friend_.,““Not,,now, not 
now,” he.muttered, looking uneasily 
around. the .crowded. restaurant. 
bn -aoichauffeur-driven!.car the 
question -was: repeated. “‘Later, lat- 
er,” said the worried>man, ee 
at: thei. chauffeur’s back... 

‘“Phey went-to a ‘lake, got into! a 
boatarid rowed about half a mile 
dut. “Now tell’ me what you’ think 
of ‘Franco’s' speech.” 


The ‘man looked’ carefully about, 
above’ and below him. There was 
not’a'soul in sight He put his‘mouth 
to /his'’friend’s ear and whispered, 
“Excellent!” 


‘(/That’ story neatly sims’ ‘up the 
dictator’s chatiged position in’ Spain 
today. For yéars, nobody -has dared 
say a word against hin.’ Now, sud- 
denly, nobody dares say a ‘word in 
his: favor: ‘) 

-clEverywhere: (except in the cen- 
sored newspapers) and: from. every- 
body there is criticism: 

Since 1938- Franco has- held un- 
disputed: power, At seems, that; at 


last, he is on his way. out. 


Interview with Ridruejo 
Peter’ Baker then went on to report 
an interview with “Franco’s bravest 
opponent,” Dionisio Ridruejo. | 
; “Spain is in a pitiful state (said 
Ridruejo) . Our €conomic situation 
is very ‘bad: The workers are com- 
pletely fed up, from one’end of the 
country to. the other;’ ‘and’ the rich 
ate’ just'as depressed.” e have en- 
dured | austerity “and adversity for 
many ‘years, expecting that ‘things 
must improve. 

“Instead, they get worse. And 


SPAIN IN THE BRITISH’ PRESS~ 


they will gontinue to deteriorate 
while Franco is boss. 

“Tt will be. very, difficult, to. get 
rid of him, but he will have to go. 
First, the people must be awakened 
from shu political. sleep. inns 

Thee #5) ‘alliance ~betiween: the 
Sécialists, ‘Christian Democrats 
and, the monatchiats could,.I think, 
force; Franco to, resign: Nothing ‘else 
would { make. him’ go;!I\ think he 
wants,to hang on, until. he. dies—and 
so far as.I know he. takes, sine good 
care. of; himself, ;. 

“The: monarchists. ‘are’ + probably 
stronger than anybody at the mo- 
ment; not particularly because® the 
Spanish people are’ yearning for a 
king, but’ because ‘they: will accept 
almost anyone other than Franco, 
and Don Juaii — ‘a> hasan’ 
choice. TOS 

“Franco has ar ~t with Don 
Juan» for ‘years; ‘and * will. continue 
to if ‘he can get away with it. 

“He fs a‘tough, vain and cunning 
man... 2” 





“FRANCO RELIES ON 
MASSIVE. U.S. AID” 

An article with the above heading 
appearing in the London Obsérver 
of February 15, from “A Special 
Correspondent, * has this to’ say 
about the ‘visit’ of the delegates of 
the International: ; Monetary Fund ‘in 
Spain: 

“Delegates of the - Hhitetnaiional 
Monetary Fund have arrived’ here 
amid widespread ‘speculation about 
the outcome ‘of ‘their talks with the 
Spanish Government. , 

“Tt is believed that they will ‘rér- 
ommend the loan’ which “General 
Franco urgently reeds only if the 
peseta is devalued, ‘and if the clumsy 
regulations. governing’ the éxport 
trade are’ cleaned’ up. 

“The incredibly complicated’ ex- 
port regulations ‘and payment of ex 
porters at'an exchange’ rate below 
even theofficial “tourist rate—while 
the Government keeps the ‘foreign 
currency earnied—have pur a brake 
on trade. © 

‘“Pricésin Madrid have’ risen ‘by 


over 130% sig So) pie syria, , a a 


has never rege scarcer. " Discontent 
is becoming increasingly vocal. Air- 
craft factory marchers demanding 
increased pay in \Séville“wWere) res) 
cently compelled ‘to: rettirn jto/ Worl 
at the point of tommy-gunsi, "> |“! 

“It is believed that Franco pins 
his hopes on further massive Ameri- 
can aid without strings. Although 
some of the Socialists arrested‘ in 
November have not yet been re- 
leased, he now hopes to convince 
American opinion of the’ mildness 
of his regime. 

“Convinced that the Americans 
cannot afford to let the country 
founder, he is likely to refuse’ the 
I.M-F.’s conditions. The Minister of 
Commerce, Sefior Ullastres, has ‘pub- 
licly ‘rejécted’ devaluation. The loss 
of prestige would be: too great and 
to modernize and clean up the Span- 
ish economy would cesses too many 
vested interests.” 





The Sunday Times, bes 15 oo 
The following is quoted from an 
article headed “STRING ON ANY 
AID TO SPAIN” by John Culmer, 
Sunday Times’ representative in 
Madrid: © % 

“The four-man International Mone- 
tary Fund team which arrived today 
to. study Spain’s ailing economy is 
expected to demand firm guarantees 
of political stability as the price for 
any aid. The four will take at least 
a fortnight to. investigate the eco- 
nomic situation and draw up a de- 
tailed programme of fundamental 
reforms designed to enable Spain 
to achieve finaricial stability. - 

“The Organisation’ for Europeati 
Economic Co-operation, of which 
Spain i is now an_ associate member, 
is also sending a mission to study 
Spain’ s increasing economic difficul- 
ties. Spain obviously hopes for’ fur- 
ther aid from the United States on 
a ‘considerable scale, 

“Any plan for items assis- 
tance will almost certainly contain 
safeguards ‘designed’ to ' ‘ensure *that 
any money ‘is ‘spent’ on what ‘is «in- 
tended arid ‘in the way laid down.” 
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IN ERERCH NONE 


Salvador de” Madariaga, Hotiorary 


Chairmatt ‘of JBERICA; hasbeen» 
made a member of the’ Academy“of'« 
Moral «and: Political Sciences: of - 


Paris.» Through ‘this: membership, he 


automatically; becomes, a member; of, , 


the cultural organization which has 


the greatest. prestige in Frente the, if 


Institut de France. 


tion of‘his inimense ‘historic, literary 


atid ‘political sme ar se arid: his: 


a i" > 
SUDENT SrRI ea es & G 
ere of eight polytechnic schools 

n’ Madrid have gone on’ sttike im 


solidarity with the students’ of: the 


:-Schoal of Mines, who had previously «:: 


declared.a strike in protest against 
government’ plans to create. a.second 


School of,Mines in Oviedo. 


The Goyernment | ‘had , penalized 


. these students. by cancelling their 
it. academic term. 

__ IBERICA is proud of this well |” 
deserved honor granted to one of the — 
great men of our time, in recogni-'” 


‘The students based their position 


* on ‘the’ fact that existing’ schools of 


Mining‘do ‘not have enough compe: 


Iteit teachers ‘or sufficient ‘textbooks, 


‘so that graduates are not ‘properly 
oe for eee — 

















RIMRG2 A 


The Spanish Censorship Bureau’ has 


prohibited. the ‘sale: and circulation 
in Spain of Juan’ Goytisolo’s: latest 
novel, La Resaca (Undertow) “pub- 


: lished in. Spanish. by..the. “Club; del 


Libro Espafiol”’ in, Paris. : 

Sr. Ubeda, Chief of. Book. Cen- 
sorship, sent a letter to the book’s 
distributor in Madrid notifying him 
that La Resaca “was prohibited be- 


cause of its numerous attacks against 


the regime”; he had alréady verbally 
threatened the distributor with pros- _ 
ecution should it be allowed ‘to :cir- 





greed nie 


culate ‘in Spain. 


HOMAGE. To ANTONIO MACHADO. 


In Deceniber'a farge group of well Keen French writers 
and ‘intellectuals, including Mauriac; ‘Sartre, Simone de 
Beauvoir and many others, announced plans for cere- 
inonies to be'Held on’ February 22° in continemoration 
of ‘the death, ‘twenty ‘years’ earlier, ‘of the great Spanish 
poet Antonio Machado ‘in’ the village’ of Collioure’ in 
the South‘ of France, where’ he’ had‘ been‘ living in exile. 

In’ response to’ this initiative? various’ ‘Ceremonies’ in 
honor of Machado were’ organized in Spairt atid France. 
Mentbers’ of the Spattish Academy ‘and’ other ‘ prom- 
inent Spanish’ intellectuals composed 4 ‘manifesto ‘which 
though silenced by the press was profusely circulated, 
and which invited all “Spaniards of good will” to par- 
ticipate in the functions to be organizéd ‘in’ honor” of 
the memory of. Machado. We quote he oye para- 
graphs from this‘manifesto: 

“As we in turn wish to ‘respond to/tha noble initiative 
‘taken by the French writers and ‘to give'free reini to our 
feelings of ‘gratitude and admitation for the memory of 
Antonio Machado, we address everteg to alt — 
of ‘good’ will to: 

“First: ‘Communicate to: theif our acitipaainaaggeelas 
jof enthusiasm for the ceremony. to be ‘held: in' Collioure. 

“Second? Recommend that all: for: whom; it is “pos- 
sible‘ make the trip:to Collioure on’ February. 22 to at- 
tend the ceremonies planned for that date. 

“Third: ‘Recommend that ‘all who are unable 'to go 
to'France go ‘instead to’ Ségovia,to’attend a ceremony 
to be held: there in *the’ house ‘inwhich the poet ‘lived 
‘for several years and<'which has aaa rene pond a 
museum in’ his memory. 
> “SFourth: Urgevall: Spanish artists and ‘writers ‘to sided 
‘cate works of! art:tosthée memory‘ of Machado.: > °° 

This» mariifesto'was* signed by © 755 Spinal deriters, 
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artists and scholars including such well known names 
as Ramén Menéndez Pidal, Gregorio Marafion, Pedro 
Lain Entralgo, Camilo José ‘Cela,’ Julian Marias, En- 
rique Tierno Galvan, Dionisio Ridruejo, Blas de Otero, 
relatives of the late writers Unamuno, Ortega y Gasset 
and Pio Baroja, and many others, making up what’ is 
now referred to in Spain as “the seventy-five.” 

In France Spanish exiles living in many regions con- 
‘gregated in Collioure, as did many French intellectuals 
and those Spaniards who were able’ to make thé’ trip. 
All assembled fraternally about the tomb of the poet. 
A message from the Spanish ‘intellectuals and one from 
Casals were read. © * 

In the meantime the Spanish Government had 
hastened to take retaliatory measures by announcing 
a rival function to be held in honor of Machado ‘in a 
motion picture theater in the town of Soria): whére 
Machado. had: lived for several years. ‘This Francoist 
homage was presided:.over by Mujioz Alonso, Director 
General of the Press. 
<The Prancoist ‘ceremony at Soria didnot in any way 
dull the lustre: of the ‘Segovia: ceremony, which: was 
attended by:about 1,000 persons in spite of police orders 
-prohibiting any public: demonstrations” there» Forces: of 
the Armed Police andthe Social Brigade had been sént 
‘from Madrid ‘under the command ‘of the chief. of the 
latter outfit, which is specially charged: with the.duty 
-of repressing “‘illegal activities,” with orders to keép ‘the 
ceremony from extending out into the street. The cere- 
mony was confined to the patio of the Machado: House, 
‘where. speeches. were delivered by» the: poet Dionisio 
Ridruejo;: ‘the: Catholic® philosopher -Aranguren;: and 
Lain Entralgo, Rector of the University: of Madrid un- 
til his dismissal by General Franco two years) ago. 










































































Juan, Manuel Kindelan, a Sparish student. leader, whe, 
escaped Spain last spring, spent the first; two weeks. of 


IBERICA. 
Having played an importantrole in the a dis. 
turbances in Madrid last year,‘and having been élected 


president of the “Junta of Delegates” of the Madrid ” 


University students, democratically formed at that time 
in opposition to the government controlled student 


union or S.E.U., Sr. Kindelan was compelled to escape: % 


to France, last May to avoid imprisonment. A student 
at, the College of Mining Engineers, he was. granted a 
scholarship by the French Government ‘to continue his 
studies at the University of Paris. 


Sr. Kindelan visited the United States on dite way 


back to Paris from Lima, Peru, where he had repre- 
sented. the clandestine free . student a 


Spain at the International ‘Students! Conference held. 


in Peru in February. 

A member of an important, and: conservative Spanish 
family, and nephew of General Alfredo, Kindelan, Chief 
of Franco’s Airforce during. the Civil War. and Chair- 
man of the “Council of the Grown’? just. formed in 
Spain by the Spanish Pretender, Don Juan de Bourbon, 
the 26 year old Juan Manuel Kindelan typifies the op- 
position among the new generations who, have ili 
up in Franco Spain, 

On Thursday, March 5, Sr. Kindelén gave a 1 press 
conference in the offices of IBERICGA.:We quote, below 
the write-up of this conference by Mary Hornaday, of 
The Christian Science. Monitor, which covered all the 
important points made by Sr. Kindelan;. 


“SPANISH EXILE BIDS U.S. DROP FRANCO” 
By Mary Hornaday 


(Christian Science Monitor, March 6) 

“A representative of the «clandestine free student: or- 
ganizations in Spain has sharply attacked United States’ 
support of the Franco regime and: predicted: that. this 
country will soon find itself;on:the losing side -as‘ the 
Spanish people move nonviolently toward democracy. 

‘The forecast was made here by Juan Manuel Kinde- 
lan; former president of the junta of delegates of the 
Madrid University students, en’ route’ back ‘to / Paris 
after attending the International Students Gkiference 
in Lima, Peru. 

“Mr. Kindelan, member of ‘a deiplitingsi= conserva- 
tive Spanish family, expressed a view that it would: be 
the army, acting under pressure of popular discontent, 
which would make the decisive step in precipitating a 
change in Spain. ‘If in the long run ‘the: army -doesn’t 
act, then ithe students and labor may,’he declared. 

“Typical-of the younger generation of Spanish exiles, 


A SPANISH STUDENT“ IN AMERICA’: 


ions Of... «Spanish people for, the, co 


“ragy should have.f€odled d 
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Mr. ‘Kindelan left .Spain, eight.. months, ago a, A 


; faced arrest: for anti-Franco activities, An outbreak, of 
March in New York and Washington as «a guest of)! 


student, demonstrations in};;Madrid in February, 1956, 


>was repeated with greater force in: Barcélonia:in 1957/ 


“Newly formed clandestine 'stadent: groups have. been 


“Waging a’ persistent fight against’ the official Falangist 
“student Union, in the course ‘of which ‘students have 


been imprisoned and’ subjected to ‘still’ penalties. 
“Mr. Kindelan gave this warning’ ‘to Americans ;, 
“Asa. guest and. admirer of America, I feel it’ my 


-.; duty,,to report that American. prestige. thas lost. much 


ground.in Spain because: of United. States support, of 
the Franco regime. : Formerly.,.the ‘Spanish. people :ad- 
mired ‘America, but since she has beet, supporting. {the 
oppressive and incompetent Franco dictatorship, it is 
understandable that the feelings of friendship of the 


IE eer 


“The visitor reported that United States’ economic 
aid to Spain, today is ‘merely postponing a realistic 
confrontation of basic, Pree by patching up a de- 
crepit. economy.’ 


“Mr. Kindelan, or a new regime in Sonia ‘woul not 
necessarily reject; United States. military bases. Under a 
10-year defense. agreement with, the; United. States, 
signed..in 1953,..Spain. receives arms. and: economic aid 
from: the..United.States.and:in return permits use of 
air,and naval: bases on. Spanish.soil. .;,. 

“The. visitor .spoke -here, at the headquarters a the 
magazine JBERICA,, gested in, behalf. : of... , ‘free 
Spain 5 ' aire if 
New. York Timeas — nite ; 
In..an article! appearing in) the New. York, Tinnas of 
March 6 under the heading.‘'SPANISH! MISUSE. OF 
‘VOICE’ IS, SEEN,” Sr: Kindelan is quoted -as saying 
“that broadcasts of the Voice: of America in, Madrid 
had: been —- with: re sama npn propa- 
ganda. 

“The United tome has thaws, ei idetitified with 
Government, policy in the mind of the.:Spanish. public, 
Juan Manuel Kindelan, 26;:year old leader: of -a student 
union: opposed. to: Generalissimo: Francisco Franco, said 
in an interview ‘at the office! of reemeetees a — 
concern, at 112 East .19 Street... 

“He! declared: that the :effect;:was, doctngivg. to the 
United States: irrespective of the broadcasts’ contenit. . 

“Senor Kindelan.,said that| for isix months, before he 
left; Spain; in May, »1958;he,héeard Voice of America 
three-minute broadcasts on the;: regularly: scheduled 
Spanish »Government: afternoon ’ program! of : domestic 
and foreign news. The British Broadcasting Corporation 
and the;'Paris ‘radio did’ not, participate, ‘he :added.” 
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